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Coupling soil water processes and nitrogen cycle across spatial scales:
Potentials, bottlenecks and solutions
Abstract
Interactions among soil water processes and the nitrogen (N) cycle govern biological productivity and
environmental outcomes in the earth’s critical zone. Soil water influences the N cycle in two distinct but
interactive modes. First, the spatio-temporal variation of soil water content (SWC) controls redox coupling
among oxidized and reduced compounds, and thus N mineralization, nitrification, and denitrification.
Secondly, subsurface flow controls the movement of water and dissolved N. These two processes interact such
that subsurface flow dynamics control the occurrence of relatively static, isolated soil solution environments
that span a range of reduced to oxidized conditions. However, the soil water-N cycle is usually treated as a
black box. Models focused on N cycling simplify soil water parameters, while models focused on soil water
processes simplify N cycling parameters. In addition, effective ways to deal with upscaling are lacking. New
techniques will allow comprehensive coupling of the soil water-N cycle across time and space: 1) using
hydrogeophysical tools to detect soil water processes and then linked to electrochemical N sensors to reveal
the soil N cycle, (2) upscaling small-scale observations and simulations by constructing functions between
soil water-N cycle and ancillary soil, topography and vegetation variables in the hydropedological functional
units, and (3) integrating soil hydrology models with N cycling models to minimize the over-simplification of
N biogeochemistry and soil hydrology mechanisms in these models. These suggestions will enhance our
understanding of soil water processes and the N cycle and improve modeling of N losses as important sources
of greenhouse gas emission and water pollution.
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Abstract: Interactions among soil water processes and the nitrogen (N) cycle govern 
biological productivity and environmental outcomes in the earth’s critical zone. Soil 
water influences the N cycle in two distinct but interactive modes. First, the 
spatio-temporal variation of soil water content (SWC) controls redox coupling among 
oxidized and reduced compounds, and thus N mineralization, nitrification, and 
denitrification. Secondly, subsurface flow controls the movement of water and 
dissolved N. These two processes interact such that subsurface flow dynamics control 
the occurrence of relatively static, isolated soil solution environments that span a 
range of reduced to oxidized conditions. However, the soil water-N cycle is usually 
treated as a black box. Models focused on N cycling simplify soil water parameters, 
while models focused on soil water processes simplify N cycling parameters. In 
addition, effective ways to deal with upscaling are lacking. New techniques will allow 
comprehensive coupling of the soil water-N cycle across time and space: 1) using 
hydrogeophysical tools to detect soil water processes and then linked to 
electrochemical N sensors to reveal the soil N cycle, (2) upscaling small-scale 
observations and simulations by constructing functions between soil water-N cycle 
and ancillary soil, topography and vegetation variables in the hydropedological 
functional units, and (3) integrating soil hydrology models with N cycling models to 
minimize the over-simplification of N biogeochemistry and soil hydrology 
mechanisms in these models. These suggestions will enhance our understanding of 
soil water processes and the N cycle and improve modeling of N losses as important 
sources of greenhouse gas emission and water pollution. 
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1. Research progresses in soil water processes and N cycle
1.1 Soil Water Processes 
Soil water processes can be described in terms of content (volumetric or 
gravitational; m3 m-3 and kg kg-1, respectively), potential (matric, osmotic and 
gravitational potentials; kPa) and movement (subsurface flows; m3 in quantity or mm 
s-1 in speed). All of these descriptions are variable in time and space, yet the range 
may be restricted based on location and time. They are important controls on various 
biological, physical and chemical processes in the earth’s critical zone (Vereecken et 
al., 2008; Lin et al., 2015; Ma et al., 2017). Therefore, intensive studies have been 
directed to observe, predict and explain variations in soil water processes across 
temporal and spatial scales. Direct measurements are typically used to measure water 
content (e.g., destructive: core sampling; non-destructive: neutron, gamma radiation, 
and time-domain reflectometry methods) and potential (e.g., tensiometer and pressure 
chamber). However, the spatial and temporal resolutions of these measurements are 
restricted due to cost. To measure and quantify soil water movement, measurements 
(e.g., dye tracing and runoff plot) are usually destructive and restricted to small spatial 
scales (e.g., pedon and hillslope). 
Given these constraints, models (e.g., numerical models and distributed 
hydrological models) and hydrogeophysical tools (e.g., ground-penetrating radar or 
GPR, electromagnetic induction or EMI, and electrical resistivity tomography or ERT) 
are increasingly adopted as alternatives to direct measurements of soil water content, 
potential and movement (Vereecken et al., 2015, 2016). Due to the complexity of 
ACCEPTED MANUSCRIPT
parameters influencing soil water processes and the low spatial and temporal 
resolutions of the measurements, appropriate numerical models with pre-established 
scenarios have been used to understand soil water processes across spatial scales over 
the last decades (e.g., Fang et al., 2015; Lai et al., 2016). Hydrogeophysical tools have 
been widely needed to assist in the interpretation of subsurface soil water processes 
and calibrate the numerical models (Vereecken et al., 2015; Guo and Lin, 2018). The 
EMI measures soil apparent electrical conductivity, the GPR uses electromagnetic 
radiation in the microwave band and detects the reflected signals from the subsurface, 
and the ERT images subsurface conditions through measurements of subsurface 
electrical resistivity. Readings and outputs of these tools are correlated with various 
soil properties including direct measures of soil water including SWC and subsurface 
flow. Large amounts of data on subsurface soil water processes can be time and 
cost-efficiently collected and visualized using these tools. Therefore, these 
non- invasive geophysical tools have been successfully applied to investigate the SWC 
and subsurface flow paths from plot to catchment scales. 
Soil water processes can be categorized into static and dynamic aspects. The 
static aspect neglects water movement and describes instantaneous patterns and 
controlling factors on SWCs and potentials. The dynamic aspect addresses water 
movement and describes the mechanisms of water flow in the soil (matric and 
subsurface flows). These two aspects are intertwined. The subsurface flow, especially 
rapid flow, occurs when the SWC and potential reach certain thresholds (Lai et al., 
2016; Zhu et al., 2014). On the other hand, the spatio-temporal distributions of SWC 
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can be altered by the timing of occurrence and paths of subsurface flow (Hopp et al., 
2011; Zhu and Lin, 2009). These soil water processes transport and connect 
electron-donors and electron-acceptors that control redox potential and thus various 
biogeochemical processes. 
(1) Static aspect: spatio-temporal variations in SWC and controlling factors. 
Parameters extracted from statistical models, and particularly variograms (e.g., 
mean, standard deviation, and sill), have been used to characterize the state, 
distribution, variation and spatial structure of SWC (e.g., Brocca et al., 2010; Hu et al., 
2011). The spatial variability of SWC is maximum under intermediate wetness 
condition and decreases at both dry and wet ends of SWC (Brocca et al., 2010; Gao et 
al., 2015). However, as the spatial scale of inference increases, the spatial variability 
of SWC also increases correspondingly (Famiglietti et al., 2008; Brocca et al., 2010). 
Common perceptions suggest that spatial variation in SWC is dominated by 
topography (e.g., slope, aspect, contribution area, and elevation) in wet periods, but 
by soil properties (e.g., soil texture, organic matter content, and rock fragment content) 
in dry periods (Grayson et al., 1997; Western et al., 1999). 
Moreover, controlling factors and their contributions to SWC distribution are 
scale-dependent (Feng, 2016). Crow et al. (2012) summarized that soil property 
controls decreased from point scale to continental scale, topographic controls started 
at field scale, reached maximum at watershed scale, and then decreased at regional 
and continental scale, land use/cover controls were weak at watershed scale but 
increased at regional and continental scales, meteorological controls started at 
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watershed and regional scale and increased at continental scales. Temporal stability, 
which indicates the similarity of SWC spatial distribution pattern across time 
(Vachaud et al., 1985), has also been adopted to characterize the spatial variation of 
SWC. However, this spatial distribution pattern of SWC can change with wetness 
condition, season, precipitation and vegetative cover (Zhao et al., 2010; Penna et al., 
2013; Lv et al., 2016). The temporal variation of SWC is mostly driven by 
meteorological properties like precipitation, temperature and evapotranspiration (e.g., 
Verma et al., 2011; Feng and Liu, 2015), occurrence of subsurface flow (Kim and 
Mohanty, 2016), and plant water uptake (e.g., Liancourt et al., 2012). 
(2) Dynamic aspect: mechanisms and simulations of subsurface flow. 
Subsurface flow (Fig. 1) has been recognized as an important pathway for the 
transport of water (e.g., Hopp et al., 2011; Liao et al., 2016; Guo and Lin, 2018) and 
solutes including nutrients and pollutants (e.g., van Verseveld et al, 2009; Daigh et al., 
2015). Traditional methods used to investigate subsurface flow from pedon to 
catchment scales include in situ monitoring and in silico simulations (e.g., Vereecken 
et al., 2015, 2016). Hydrogeophysical survey (e.g., Robinson et al., 2012; Guo et al., 
2014) and soil hydrology models (e.g., Fang et al., 2015; Lai et al., 2016) are two 
representative examples of in situ monitoring and in silico simulations, respectively. 
Monitoring has revealed that lateral subsurface flow always occurs at critical 
interfaces (e.g., soil-bedrock; between soil layers) and has strong spatial structure 
(Hopp et al., 2011; Guo and Lin, 2018). To trigger subsurface flow, thresholds of 
different controlling factors (e.g., precipitation and SWC) have been reported. For 
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example, regarding precipitation threshold, on a forest hillslope in Georgia, USA, 
little subsurface flow was observed when the rainfall amount was smaller than a 
threshold of 55 mm (Tromp-van Meerveld and McDonnell, 2006); regarding SWC 
threshold, on a tea garden hillslope in Taihu Lake Basin, China, subsurface flow 
occurred when the SWC researched a threshold of 0.18 m3 m-3 (Liao et al., 2016). In 
addition, topography, soil properties, and vegetation have also been reported to 
influence the occurrence, network and quantity of subsurface flow. For example, as 
slope angle increased and soil depth decreased, subsurface flow quantity and 
connectivity both increased (Hopp et al., 2011); as the land use and evapotranspiration 
changed and thus the thresholds associated with the generation of subsurface flow 
changed (Lv et al., 2016). 
Fig. 1. Subsurface soil water movement at pedon, hillslope and watershed scales, including 
capillary flow, vertical flow and lateral flows in the soil matrix and along critical interfaces. 
1.2 Nitrogen Cycle 
The soil N cycle is recognized as one of the most important biogeochemical 
processes in the earth’s critical zone. Inorganic nitrogen (N) typically limits biological 
production in terrestrial, freshwater, and marine ecosystems (Elser et al. 2007). Use of 
synthetic inorganic N fertilizers, which began in earnest in the mid-1900s, has 
significantly increased agricultural production (Erisman, et al., 2008). However, the 
use and overuse of N fertilizers and manure are associated with large losses of 
inorganic and organic N from cropping systems to the surrounding environment 
where they create numerous environmental problems including eutrophication, 
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acidification, radiative forcing, stratospheric ozone depletion, tropospheric ozone 
production and formation of particulate matter < 2.5 μm size (Denk et al., 2017). Soil 
water controls both N transport and transformation in the soil and the balance between 
retention and environmental loss of inorganic N. 
Fertilization and atmospheric deposition are important external inputs of 
inorganic N to earth’s critical zone (Fig 2). However, the largest source of inorganic N 
for crop uptake and environmental loss is often mineralized soil organic N (Stevens et 
al. 2005; Gardner and Drinkwater, 2009; Poffenbarger et al. 2018). Annual 
mineralization of soil organic N to NH4
+ and NO3
- far exceeds typical inputs of NH4
+
and NO3
- from atmospheric deposition, manure, fertilizers or biological N fixation
(Booth et al., 2005; Osterholz et al., 2017). There are three key controls on soil 
organic N mineralization: the quantity and chemistry of SOM, soil temperature, and 
soil water (Probert et al. 1998) 
Soil properties, topography, and management interact to affect these 
environmental controls on the pool sizes and fluxes of inorganic N compounds. 
Biological soil processes that transform N are associated with the microbial demand 
for energy and nutrients. Soil N mineralization, which is the depolymerization organic 
N (i.e., conversion of proteins and peptides to amino acids) that ultimately leads to the 
production of inorganic NH3/NH4
+, is a broad process performed by a range of soil
biota under aerobic and anaerobic conditions (Schimel and Schaffer 2012). In contrast, 
the oxidation and reduction of inorganic N are relatively narrow processes that are 
largely restricted to aerobic and anaerobic environments, respectively. Nitrification is 
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performed by small groups of bacteria and archaea, largely under aerobic conditions, 
to produce NO3
- that can be easily leached to ground and surface waters, taken up by
plants or reduced by denitrifiers. Denitrification is an anaerobic process whereby NO3
-
is reduced to N2 (Fig. 2). However, denitrification can leak N oxides to the 
atmosphere including N2O, which is an ozone-depleting substance and a greenhouse 
gas. In contrast to NO3
-, which is easily leached from soils due to its negative charge,
the main path of NH4+ loss is in surface runoff since the positively charged ions are 
attracted to the negatively charged surfaces of clays and humus (Fig. 2). In addition, 
release of NH3 gas is can an important path of N loss in dry and hot soils with high 
pH and where NH4
+ has accumulated in the surface (Tian, et al., 2018).
The retention of N within the soil-plant system and prevention of N loss to the 
surrounding environment occurs through plant and microbe N uptake and 
transformation. Plant roots can take up N in organic (peptides and amino acids) and 
inorganic (NO3
- and NH4
+) forms. This largely occurs through two mechanisms. First,
N is taken up through the soil solution during the transpiration process (Engels & 
Marschner, 1995). Secondly, N is taken up by a diffusive flux driven by concentration 
gradients produced by the plant itself (Larcher, 1995). Nitrogen that is taken up by 
plants and microbes is transformed to a wide range of organic compounds. The N 
contained in plant and microbial residues can be stabilized on the surfaces of mineral 
particles or within soil aggregates where the N achieves long mean residence times 
that far exceed the mean residence time of the total soil N pool (e.g.,Mueller & 
Kogel-Knabner 2009).  
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Fig. 2. Diagram of soil N cycle and N transport at the interfaces of soil-air and soil-water. In 
this figure, N inputs, internal fluxes and outputs are illustrated as solid, dashed and dotted 
arrows, respectively. 
By reviewing recent progress in research on soil water processes (static aspect: 
SWC spatio-temporal variation; dynamic aspect: subsurface flow) and soil N cycling, 
we can further elaborate the relationships between these two components, identify 
bottlenecks in our ability to link soil water and N processes, and develop possible 
solutions for coupling soil water processes with the N cycle. 
2. Relationship between soil water processes and the N cycle
To describe how soil water processes affect the N cycle at microsite scale, we 
present a conceptual model of two discrete mcriosites (pools of solutes) representing 
extreme end-points of soil N cycling (Fig. 3). Soil water processes play an important 
role in regulating the abundance, duration, and timing of these microsites (Kleber et 
al., 2015). In turn, the abundance, duration and timing of these microsites play a 
critical role in the magnitude and vector of environmental N losses. 
At one extreme, the soil solution is rich in dissolved organic matter (DOM), 
which is the most important energy source (i.e., electron donor) for soil microbes (Fig. 
3, left panel). At the other extreme, the soil solution is rich in NO3
-, which is an
important electron acceptor (Fig. 3, right panel). Soil N dynamics will always proceed 
from the reduced, free energy-rich situation to the oxidized free energy-poor situation, 
but soil water processes are a key control. 
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Fig. 3. Soil N cycling in dissolved organic matter (DOM) rich microsites (left panel) and 
inorganic N-rich microsites (right panel). Over time, the N cycle proceed from the left to the 
right. Static and dynamic soil water properties affect the abundance, location, duration and 
timing of these microsites. 
In the DOM-rich microsite, an individual pool of soil solution has a large pool of 
DOM and small pool of inorganic N. The majority of DOM in this scenario is derived 
from a plant source with a relatively high C/N ratio and free energy (Fig. 3, left panel). 
Therefore, microbial biomass grows as microbes rapidly mineralize the DOM and N 
is in high demand. There is little nitrification because DOM is abundant and 
autotrophic nitrifiers are poor competitors for NH3/NH4
+ with heterotrophic microbes
that use DOM rather than NH3/NH4
+ as an electron donor (Booth et al., 2005).
Environmental N losses are minimal due to conservative microbial N cycling 
(Mooshammer et al., 2014). Despite the small NO3
- pool, denitrification can occur
because rapid DOM mineralization can consume O2 in the soil solution more rapidly 
than O2 can diffuse into the soil solution in the microsite (Blagodatsky and Smith, 
2012). Due to the relative abundance of electron donors (DOM) to acceptors (NO3
-),
denitrification will produce mostly N2 but little NOx (Firestone and Davidson 1989). 
In addition to microbial sinks for DOM, mineral soil surfaces are also a sink for DOM 
due to relatively high concentrations of DOM in solution vs. on mineral surfaces 
(Kothawala et al., 2009). Although the minerals serve as a net sink, there may be 
substitution of mineral-adsorbed organic matter with relatively low C/N ratios for 
plant- or microbe-derived DOM with relatively high C/N ratios (Kaiser et al., 2004).  
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These mineral-based equilibrium reactions partly drive the DOM-rich microsite to a 
N-rich microsite. 
As DOM is consumed by all these processes, the microsites become enriched in 
N because the C in DOM is lost as CO2, while N is cycled conservatively (at least 
initially). The abundance of DOM-rich microsites usually decreases with soil depth 
since plant C inputs are less and microbes have more opportunity process the DOM 
(Fig. 3). There are two ways DOM-rich microsites can be maintained, preventing 
procession towards the N-rich state: continued direct plant-C inputs or transport of 
DOM by dynamic soil water flow. The potential rate of DOM diffusion from mineral 
particles into the soil solution is slower than the rate of microbial consumption and 
mineral-associated DOM has a low C/N ratio (Kuzyakov and Blagodatskaya, 2015; 
Sollins et al., 2009). Thus, plant inputs and dynamic soil water flow are the key 
controls on the duration DOM-rich microsites. In addition, the static SWC can also 
control the duration of DOM-rich microsites. As soil dries, solute concentrations 
become higher (Gordon, et al., 2008). Thus, increasing DOM concentrations could 
increase heterotrophic respiration thereby maintaining relatively low O2 
concentrations despite greater soil air- filled pore space. This would extend the 
duration of a DOM-rich situation due to the relatively slow nature of anaerobic 
metabolism. With regard to time, DOM-rich microsites are mostly likely to occur 
when plants are actively growing or after plant senescence when litters are deposited 
on and in the soil. Indeed, environmental N losses tend to be small during these times 
(Lovett et al., 2000) and this pattern can be attributed to strong plant and microbial N 
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sinks. 
In contrast, N-rich microsites are characterized by surpluses of N (Fig. 3 right 
panel). Although microbial metabolism is inherently limited by available energy 
(DOM), the scarcity of electron donors has major impacts on N cycle. Primarily, 
nitrification becomes an important process, which leads to N2O emissions and an 
accumulation of NO3
- pool. As long as the microsites remain aerobic, net nitrification
is positive and thus the concentration of NO3
- increases. Moreover, with relatively low
O2 consumption due to less DOM, there is great likelihood that the microsites will 
remain aerobic in the absence of a change in SWC. However, a switch to anaerobicity 
halts nitrification but initiates denitrification. In situations with high NO3
-/DOM ratios,
N2O emissions tend to be greater because it is an obligate intermediate product in the 
reduction of NO3
- to N2 and electron transfer from NO3
- to N2O is greater than N2O to
N2. Thus, when electron acceptors are plentiful and electron donors are few, NO3
- is
preferentially used as an electron acceptor. There is great opportunity for SWC to 
drive N losses from these N-rich sites to waterways and the atmosphere. A change in 
status of static SWC can turn a N-rich site anaerobic and dynamic soil water flow can 
transport NO3
- to surface and ground water. N-rich microsites are mostly likely to
occur at times and locations that are separated from plant C inputs. 
At larger spatial scales (e.g., aggregate, field and watershed), soil water is the 
solvent for N. Without water, there is no medium for N uptake by plants or microbes. 
Thus, soil water processes influence the soil N cycle by controlling the biological 
transformation and physical transport of N compounds. In many ways, these controls 
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are interactive. From a biological perspective, static aspects of SWC regulate redox 
potential over longer time periods while dynamic aspects of SWC temporarily or 
chronically alter redox potential by transporting and connecting electron donors and 
acceptors that limit N transformations (Hedin et al., 1998; Schade et al., 2001; 
McClain et al., 2003) (Fig. 4). From a physical perspective, water flow can lead to the 
coupling or decoupling of electron acceptors and donors or transport dissolved N from 
the soil system to surface and ground waters (Fig. 3). Therefore, the static and 
dynamic properties of SWC could interact create hot spots and hot moments of N 
losses through leaching and gas emissions by affecting plant N uptake, redox potential, 
and the transport of dissolved N (Dharmakeerthi et al., 2005; Schmidt et al., 2008; 
Zhu et al., 2012; Keiluweit et al., 2017). 
Fig. 4. The diagram of how static and dynamic soil water processes control soil N cycle 
through biological and physical perspectives. 
Static aspects of SWC can create barriers to the connection of electron donors 
(DOM-rich sites) and acceptors (O2 and NO3
--rich sites). First, the low spatial
variation of soil water at wet ends of SWC may indicate that electron donors and 
acceptors have few barriers to connecting with one another. Second, the low spatial 
variation of SWC and greater solute concentrations under dry conditions may indicate 
that there are many sites that have accumulated either surpluses of electron acceptors 
or donors due to stoichiometric mismatches of solutes in isolated microsites. Static 
aspects of spatial variation in SWC have been clearly shown to create spatial and 
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temporal segregation between different N transformation processes. Across time, 
Klefoth et al. (2014) confirmed that switching between N2O consumption and 
production was a consequence of the water filled pore space and soil bulk density 
effects on gas diffusivities, which was an indicator of anaerobic and aerobic 
conditions. Across space, Hefting et al. (2004) found that where the water table level 
is <10 cm, 10-30 cm, and >30 cm deep, ammonification, denitrification, or 
nitrification is the dominant N transformation process, respectively. Alternatively, 
dynamic aspects of SWC directly affect N losses by transporting N from the plant-soil 
system and indirectly affect gaseous N losses by connecting pools of electron 
acceptors and donors. 
Subsurface flow can be an important driving force of N transport (Fig. 3). 
Dissolved N, especially NO3
-, is easily transported to ground and surface waters
through vertical and lateral subsurface flow. This is due to the fact that soil NO3
- has
low exchange affinity with positively charged sites on mineral soil particles and 
humus. For example, based on long-term monitoring data from 13 catchments in 
Norway, Bechmann (2014) observed that N concentrations in subsurface flow were 
2-4 times higher than in surface flow. Zhu et al. (2012) demonstrated that lateral 
subsurface flow at the critical soil-bedrock and fragipan interfaces are also important 
paths of N loss. 
There are two primary ways that rapid subsurface flow paths can transport NO3
-
from surface to subsurface. Firstly, NO3
- can be transported at rates that overwhelm
stoichiometric sinks for NO3
- such that the rate of NO3
- transport through DOM-rich
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locations exceeds the potential rate of immobilization despite high capacity for 
immobilization (Castellano et al., 2013). Secondly, fast subsurface flows (e.g., 
preferential flow) may disconnect bulk soil water flow through DOM-rich surface 
soils, thereby reducing soil NO3
- losses. Moreover, as soil water moves downward,
dissolved organic C concentrations decrease but inorganic N concentrations increase (Fig. 5). 
As a result, as NO3
--rich soil solution is transported downward, the probability of
denitrification or immobilization in plant or microbial sinks decreases.  This results in 
the soils change from DOM-rich to N-rich in as the depth increasing. Dynamic soil water 
flow controls these outcomes such that soil solution experiences less change per unit transport 
in rapid vs. slow flow paths. In addition, antecedent SWC controls infiltration rate that 
regulates the surface runoff (Defersha and Melesse, 2012; Ouyang et al., 2017). 
According to previous studies, surface runoff has been recognized as an important 
pathway of dissolved and particulate N (e.g., NH4
+ and organic N) losses (Volk et al.,
2006; Zhu et al., 2012). 
Fig. 5. Patterns of free energy and water chemistry change as the soil water moves downward 
through the soil profile by slow, moderate and rapid flows.  
Given the importance of soil water processes to N transport and transformation, 
the factors affecting soil water processes can explain significant variation in N 
dynamics. Topography and soil properties affect the SWC spatial distribution in wet 
and dry seasons at field scales, respectively (Grayson et al., 1997; Western et al., 
1999). These factors have also been reported to be critical in soil N transportation and 
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transformation. For example, Stewart et al. (2014) revealed that topography is a key 
landscape- level driver of N mineralization, nitrification and denitrification processes 
through its control on SWC, soil temperature and nutrient availability. Sogbedji et al. 
(2000, 2001) found that by controlling the saturation and O2 content of the soil, 
drainage class and soil texture determined the main paths of soil NO3
- loss (poorly
drained and fine-textured: denitrification and gaseous emission, well drained and 
coarse-textured: nitrification and leaching). Poblador et al. (2017) observed that N2O 
emissions showed a remarkable spatial gradient with elevation as a result of SWC 
variation in a Mediterranean riparian forest soil. 
3. Bottlenecks in coupling soil water processes and the N cycle
3.1 Knowledge gaps exist between soil water and N cycling studies 
Although soil water processes have large effects on soil N dynamics, they have 
not been comprehensively and fundamentally integrated into N cycling investigations. 
Traditional work on soil N dynamics has focused on the effects of land management 
(e.g., Dharmakeerthi et al. 2005; Gutlein et al., 2018), soil properties (e.g., Sogbedji et 
al., 2000; Sogbedji et al., 2001; Poblador et al., 2017), topography (e.g., Stewart et al., 
2014), microorganisms (e.g., Wang et al., 2015), vegetation or crop (e.g., Saha et al., 
2016), and weather (e.g., Iqbal et al., 2018). Detailed soil water processes and their 
effects on soil N cycle have not been fully addressed in previous studies. Parameters 
like SWC, drainage, and water table were usually used to construct empirical 
relationships between soil water and N cycle (e.g., Schmidt et al., 2007; Sogbedji et 
al., 2001; Zhu et al., 2015), but mechanisms remain unclear. 
There is significant potential to understand how static and dynamic aspects of 
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SWC affect soil N dynamics. Anaerobic microsites in well-drained soils have a 
disproportionally large effect on carbon mineralization rates and can produce 
significant denitrification (Keiluweit et al., 2017). Moreover, the response of soil N 
dynamics to changes in SWC is often nonlinear and abrupt. In studies of nitrification, 
denitrification and N2O emissions, very small changes in soil water potential or 
aerobicity can alter N fluxes by more than 100% (Castellano et al., 2010; Zhu et al., 
2013). Rewetting of dry soil produces extremely large bursts of C and N 
mineralization accounting for large fluxes during short periods of time (Birch, 1958; 
Fierer and Schimel, 2002). Recent work in modeling SWC at small scales (μm) has 
accurately predicted the occurrence and magnitude of these effects (Evans et al., 
2016). Dynamic soil water flow can transport large amounts of dissolved N to 
subsoils. The amount and chemical composition of the dissolved N are partly an 
outcome of static soil water processes. Moreover, dynamic flow of dissolved 
inorganic N can lead to water pollution while transport of dissolved organic N can 
lead to the accumulation of subsoil organic matter (Kalbitz et al., 2000). These effects 
can also impact productivity and resource use efficiency of agricultural systems. Zhu 
et al. (2015) reported that at the farm scale, areas with subsurface flow paths and high 
SWC temporal variations were the hot spots of NO3
- leaching and denitrification and
thus had lower crop yield and higher optimum N fertilizer requirements. 
3.2 Upscaling soil water-N cycle interactions 
Previous studies have reported that SWC (static) and subsurface flow (dynamic) 
have critical impacts on soil N transport and transformation (e.g., Zhu et al., 2012; 
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Keiluweit et al., 2017; Ouyang et al., 2017).Yet, in process models and management 
decisions, impacts of dynamic and static soil water processes are usually simplified or 
substituted by some indirect parameters. For example, drainage class, irrigation, SWC, 
and water table have been used to interpret the soil N cycle and plant N availability 
(e.g., Sogbedji et al., 2000; Hefting et al., 2004; Schmidt et al., 2007; Poblador et al., 
2017). When studying the N cycle from a hydrological perspective, controlling effects 
of soil water dynamics on the N cycle were usually investigated without digging into 
the underlying biological mechanism (e.g., Zhu et al., 2012, 2015; Ouyang et al., 2017; 
Zhang et al., 2018). 
Instead of statistically linking soil N cycling parameters (e.g., N2O emission, 
nitrification, denitrification, and N leaching) to parameters of soil water processes, 
studies proposed that the mechanisms inside the black box should be mathematically 
formulated and visually displayed (Lin et al., 2015). However, in large-scale soil N 
cycling investigations, researchers still prefer to rely on the mature models and 
approaches. For example, area means of soil hydraulic parameters were used in these 
models, and their spatial heterogeneities were ignored. In addition, more attention to 
upscaling observations and critical mechanisms at small scales has also been proposed 
(Lin et al., 2015; Crow et al., 2012). 
The hysteresis phenomenon, as it influences soil water dynamics and effects on 
the N cycle, should be also addressed. For example, in previous studies, N losses 
through subsurface flow have been reported to increase after dry periods (van 
Verseveld et al., 2008; Loecke et al., 2017). Explanations for this are varied. First, at 
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the rainfall event scale, the dry antecedent SWC condition may increase the soil N 
mineralization and nitrification, which may in turn create a more abundant source of 
N for leaching (Goldberg and Gebauer, 2009; Castellano et al., 2013; Ouyang et al., 
2017). Second, at the yearly scale, dry conditions may limit plant N uptake and result 
in more legacy N from previous N input (manure, fertilizer etc.) (Loecke et al. 2017; 
Iqbal et al., 2018). Third, under dry or wet initial conditions, the major component of 
water source (e.g., lateral flow, shallow ground water flow and matrix flow) in the 
hydrograph can be different, which could result in different N concentrations in 
leachate and in the stream (van Verseveld et al., 2008). However, the governing 
mechanisms for this phenomenon can be vary with respect to different temporal and 
spatial scales, climate conditions, and geological and pedological backgrounds. 
3.3 Models lack robust hydrological or biogeochemical mechanisms 
When simulating the soil N cycle in most models at field, watershed and regional 
scales (e.g., using DNDC, DayCent, SWAT and CLM), soil water processes are 
usually simplified as parameters easily to be measured or predicted by empirical 
functions. This includes three main steps. First, soil texture, bulk density and organic 
matter are used to derive soil hydraulic properties (saturated hydraulic conductivity, 
SWCs at saturation, field capacity and wilting point) from pedotransfer functions 
(PTFs). Second, these soil hydraulic properties, as well as other meteorology, 
vegetation and soil parameters, are used in models to simulate the SWC, water filled 
pore space, oxygen content and thus oxidization-reduction potential. Third, the 
oxidization-reduction potential is then used to calculate the nitrification and 
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denitrification rates based on formulas like the Michaelis-Menten equation. 
Uncertainty surrounding soil hydraulic parameters has been recognized as one of 
the major obstacles for achieving optimal simulations (Chirico et al., 2010; Baroni et 
al., 2017). Direct measurements of soil hydraulic parameters are costly and 
time-consuming in the laboratory and field, thus restricting the availability of high 
spatial resolution data for model simulations (Chirico et al., 2010). Indirect methods, 
especially the PTFs, have been developed to estimate the SHPs from easily 
measurable soil physical and chemical properties (Saxton et al., 1986). However, 
previous studies have demonstrated that applying existing PTFs always introduced 
substantial uncertainty as they were used outside the datasets used to develop them 
(Chirico et al., 2010; Liao et al., 2014). To improve simulation, accuracies and spatial 
heterogeneities of soil hydraulic parameters should be considered in modelling 
(Sciuto and Diekkrüger, 2010). In addition, factors like subsurface flow, soil matric 
potential, and soil drying-wetting processes should also be properly mathematically 
formulated and incorporated in model simulations (Lin et al., 2015). 
4. Possible solutions
4.1 Hydrogeophysical tools to study the coupled soil water-N cycle 
Non-invasive hydrogeophysical tools have been applied to investigate soil water 
processes from plot to catchment scales (Fig. 4). Although the success of using these 
tools to detect soil water processes are restricted by various factors like wetness, 
salinity, soil texture, etc (Doolittle, et al., 2007; Doolittle and Brevik, 2014). For 
example, Zhou et al. (2001) used ERT to detect the three-dimensional spatio-temporal 
variations of SWC at the field scale, while Greer et al. (2017) used the same tool to 
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visualize wetting fronts of subsurface flow in coal mine valley fill. Robinson et al. 
(2012) and Zhu et al. (2010) relied on repeated EMI surveyes to derive the subsurface 
soil water redistribution and flow paths at the farm scale. Guo et al. (2014) used 
time-lapse GPR survey to reveal the subsurface lateral preferential flow network at 
the hillslope scale. 
Fig. 6. Scheme of coupling the soil water-N cycle across different spatial scales. Geophysical 
tools are used to detect the soil water processes at small scale; soil hydrology and N cycling 
models are used to derive critical parameters and functions through small scale study; 
hydropedological functional units are the basis the small scale monitoring and simulation, as 
well as the key to upscaling. 
Because hydrogeophysical tools can be used to determine the spatio-temporal 
variation of soil water processes, they have great potential to reveal subsurface N loss 
paths and hot spots/moments of N biogeochemistry associated with soil water 
processes (Fig. 4). Some attempts have been made to use hydrogeophysical tools to 
study the soil N cycle. For example, Kennedy et al. (2018) used GPR to map the 
thickness of peat and then, coupled with conventional measurements of peat N 
concentrations, calculated the N stock. McDaniel et al. (2017) built a relationship 
between measured apparent electrical conductivity and N2O flux and then used this 
relationship to map the spatial pattern of N2O flux. However, most of these studies 
focused on indirect measurement and mapping of soil N stock and flux based on 
relationships with soil properties that affected the readings of these hydrogeophysical 
tools. 
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In the future, hydrogeophysical tools will be linked to innovations in soil 
N-sensing techniques (Fig. 4). New electrochemical tools promise to allow in situ 
measurement of N dynamics without disturbance to soil structure as current methods 
demand (e.g., Ali et al., 2017). The U.S. National Academy of Science identified the 
development of ‘highly sensitive, field-deployable sensors’ as one of five 
breakthroughs that are required to meet challenges facing food and agricultural 
sciences (National Academies of Sciences, Engineering, and Medicine, 2018). 
However, several difficulties remain in this aspect. First, knowledge gaps between soil 
water processes and the N cycle have not been addressed and fully resolved. Further 
analyses are still needed by soil hydrologists, biogeochemists and microbiologists to 
interpret the outputs of these tools. Second, errors and uncertainties have also been 
reported when using these tools to detect SWC, subsurface flow and soil N parameters 
(Doolittle et al. 2007; Zhu and Lin, 2009). New technologies and methods of analysis 
will be required to meet these challenges. Coupled use of automatic high-resolution 
and high-accuracy hydrogeophysical tools and electrochemical N sensors will create 
an enormous amount of data. With further development of machine learning and 
artificial intelligent techniques, we would expect a bright future for using these tools 
to visualize the spatial and temporal variations of the soil N cycle. 
4.2 Upscaling based on the concept of hydropedological function units 
To couple the soil water process with soil N cycle, observations and simulations 
at small spatial scale should be properly upscaled (Fig. 6). The concept of 
hydropedological function units can be useful in the upscaling of soil water-N cycling 
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dynamics (Lin, 2011). Soil water-N cycle is jointly and interactively affected by 
topographic, pedological and hydrological properties (Sogbedji et al., 2000; Stewart et 
al., 2014; Zhu et al., 2015). The concept of hydropedological function units is used to 
delineate a large study area into small units and assumes that topographic, pedological 
and hydrological properties controlling soil water-N cycle are comparatively 
homogeneous within each unit. Critical soil water and N cycling parameters and 
mechanisms of these units can be upscaled by constructing the empirical functions 
between these parameters and ancillary soil, topography and vegetation variables, and 
then incorporating them into the large scale models and investigations. This upscaling 
can be based on time stability concepts and block kriging (Crow et al., 2012), and 
hydrological connections and flows among different units should be addressed at large 
scales. For example, to upscale the N leaching simulation, Schmidt et al. (2008) 
delineated so-called “nitrogen response units” and regressed N leaching with 
percentages of cereals in crop rotations and livestock. In addition, critical functions 
determined at small scales can also be used to revise or add new modules to the large 
scale models. For example, to incorporate the small scale observations of subsurface 
flow at soil-bedrock interface, Fu et al. (2014) revised the SWAT model by adding the 
corresponding module. 
4.3 Coupling soil hydrology and N biogeochemistry models 
Coupling soil hydrology models with N biogeochemistry models can be another 
strategy for integrating soil water-N cycles to improve simulations (Fig. 4). Models 
are usually developed for certain purposes and to capture specific processes. For this 
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reason, nearly no model can claim that it could describe all different processes well 
and satisfy all the requirements of the clients. For example, although DNDC is good 
at simulating N biogeochemical processes, it sometimes performs poorly in capturing 
soil water processes since it is based on the simple cascade approach instead of the 
Richards’ equation (Kröbel et al., 2010). Conversely, although Hydrus simulates the 
percolation and SWC well, it yielded worse simulations of N uptake and N 
concentration than models addressing the crop growth and N dynamics (Doltra and 
Muñoz, 2010). Therefore, by coupling models with different purposes, weaknesses of 
these models can be minimized, and thus the soil water-N cycle can be better 
simulated. For example, to solve the deficits of DNDC, Kraus et al (2015) suggested 
coupling it with more complex soil hydrology models based on the Richards’ 
equation. 
Recently, Vereecken et al. (2016) proposed that a new generation of models based 
on a systemic approach should be developed to comprise relevant physical, chemical, 
and biological processes to address knowledge gaps in understanding 
soil processes and their interactions. Model improvements have also been attempted 
by revising the soil water module in N biogeochemistry models, revising the N 
biogeochemistry module in soil hydrology models, or constructing new models that 
integrate sophisticate hydrological and biogeochemical processes. For example, Li et 
al. (2007) built the water and N management model based on the processes of water 
dynamics, soil temperature, C and N cycles in soils and crops, crop growth, and 
agricultural management practices. Zhang et al. (2016) the extended the distributed 
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time variant gain model by integrating detailed processes of soil biogeochemistry 
ecology. However, we prefer coupling existing models to improve the simulation of 
soil water-N cycle since it can be easier and more time-efficient than building new 
models and revising existing models (Jones et al. 2001). One model in this category is 
the Agricultural Productions Systems sIMulator (APSIM; Holzworth et al. 2014). It 
operates on a daily time step and has a modular platform, allowing users to add or 
remove submodels of various complexity. For example, SWC can be simulated with a 
relatively simple ‘tipping bucket’ model or with the SWIM model that is based on 
numerical solution of the Richards’ equation and advection-dispersion equations 
(Stewart et al. 2006; Dietzel et al. 2016). 
5. Summary
Soil water processes are critical controls of the soil N cycle. We reviewed the 
research progresses of SWC spatio-temporal variation and subsurface flow, the soil N 
cycle, and relationships between these two components. Bottlenecks to coupling the 
soil water-N cycles, include not considering soil water processes in the soil N cycle, 
treating soil water-N cycle as a black box, a lack of upscaling, and simplifying soil 
water parameters in N modeling. Based on these, we proposed possible solutions for 
coupling the soil water -N cycle. Possible solutions include the use hydrogeophysical 
tools to better detect soil water-N processes, upscaling the small scale monitoring and 
simulation based on hydropedological functional units, and coupling soil hydrology 
models with N cycle models. 
This paper provides an alternative approach to studying the soil water-N cycles 
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that will benefit and enhance our understanding of critical zone sciences. This 
approach will benefit efforts to better understand how soil and water interact to 
produce sources of greenhouse gas emission and water eutrophication.  Specifically, 
by opening the black box of the soil water-N cycle across spatial scales, the temporal 
and spatial heterogeneities of N losses can be better predicted and explained. This 
information is critical to better manage the N cycle for food production and 
environmental quality. 
An understanding of the coupled water-N cycling mechanisms of NO3
- leaching
and N2O emissions can aid the development of strategies to reduce these N losses. 
The concepts of static and dynamic water properties could be used to guide precision 
N fertilizer (or manure) and irrigation managements that maintain the crop production 
while minimize the negative N environmental impacts. For example, farmers can 
apply N fertilizer in narrow concentrated ‘bands’ or homogenous ‘broadcast’ 
applications, and this decision could be informed by the importance of dynamic flow 
processes; irrigation could be planned around SWC thresholds that produce large N 
losses. In addition, by opening this black box, strategies (e.g., from different expertise 
like agricultural, engineering, ecological and sociological) to intercept non-point N 
contamination and to remove and immobilize excessive inorganic soil N can be 
targeted on the hot spots and hot moments of N losses. This will greatly improve the 
effectiveness and pertinence of these strategies. 
Acknowledgements: 
This study was financially supported by the National Natural Science Foundation 
ACCEPTED MANUSCRIPT
of China (41622102 and 41571080) and Key Research Program of Frontier Sciences, 
Chinese Academy of Sciences (QYZDB-SSW-DQC038). 
References: 
Ali, M.A., Mondal, K., Wang, Y., Jiang, H., Mahal, N.K., Castellano, M.J., Sharma, A. 
Dong, L., 2017. In situ integration of graphene foam–titanium nitride based 
bio-scaffolds and microfluidic structures for soil nutrient sensors. Lab. Chip, 17, 
274-285. http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C6LC01266C. 
Baroni, G., Zink, M., Kumar, R., Samaniego, L., Attinger, S., 2017. Effects of 
uncertainty in soil properties on simulated hydrological states and fluxes at 
different spatio-temporal scales. Hydrol. Earth Syst. Sci. 21, 2301-2320. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/hess-21-2301-2017. 
Bechmann, M., 2014. Long-term monitoring of nitrogen in surface and subsurface 
runoff from small agricultural dominated catchments in Norway. Agric. Ecosyst. 
Environ. 198, 13-24. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.2014.05.010. 
Birch, H.F., 1958. The effect of soil drying on humus decomposition and nitrogen 
availability. Plant Soil 10, 9-31. http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01343734. 
Blagodatsky, S., Smith, P., 2012. Soil physics meets soil biology: towards better 
mechanistic prediction of greenhouse gas emissions from soil. Soil. Biol. 
Biochem. 47, 78-92. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2011.12.015. 
Brocca, L., Melone, F., Moramarco, T., Morbidelli, R., 2010. Spatial-temporal 
variability of soil moisture and its estimation across scales. Water Resour. Res. 
46. http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2009WR008016.
ACCEPTED MANUSCRIPT
Booth, M.S., Stark, J.M., Rastetter, E., 2005. Controls on nitrogen cycling in 
terrestrial ecosystems: A synthetic analysis of literature data. Ecol. Monogr. 75, 
139-157. http://dx.doi.org/10.1890/04-0988. 
Castellano, M.J., Lewis, D.B., Kaye, J.P., 2013. Response of soil nitrogen retention to 
the interactive effects of soil texture, hydrology, and organic matter. J. Geophys. 
Res-Biogeo. 118, 280-290. http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jgrg.20015. 
Castellano, M.J., Schmidt, J.P., Kaye, J.P., Walker, C., Graham, C.B., Lin, H., Dell, 
C.J., 2010. Hydrological and biogeochemical controls on the timing and 
magnitude of nitrous oxide flux across an agricultural landscape. Global Change 
Biol. 16, 2711-2720. http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2009.02116.x. 
Chirico, G.B., Medina, H., Romano, N., 2010. Functional evaluation of PTF 
prediction uncertainty: an application at hillslope scale. Geoderma 155, 193-202. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.geoderma.2009.06.008. 
Crow, W.T., Berg, A.A., Cosh, M.H., Loew, A., Mohanty, B.P., Panciera, R., de 
Rosnay, P., Ryu, D., Walker, J.P., 2012. Upscaling sparse ground-based soil 
moisture observations for the validation of coarse-resolution satellite soil 
moisture products. Rev. Geophys. 50, RG2002, 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2011RG000372. 
Daigh, A.L.M., Zhou, X., Helmers, M.J., Pederson, C.H., Horton, R., Jarchow, M., 
Liebman, M., 2015. Subsurface Drainage Nitrate and Total Reactive Phosphorus 
Losses in Bioenergy-Based Prairies and Corn Systems. J. Environ. Qual. 44, 
1638-1646. http://dx.doi.org/10.2134/jeq2015.02.0080. 
ACCEPTED MANUSCRIPT
Defersha, M.B., Melesse, A.M., 2012. Effect of rainfall intensity, slope and antecedent 
moisture content on sediment concentration and sediment enrichment ratio. 
Catena 90, 47-52. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.catena.2011.11.002. 
Denk, T.R.A., Mohn, J., Decock, C., Lewicka-Szczebak, D., Harris, E., 
Butterbach-Bahl, K., Kiese, R., Wolf, B., 2017. The nitrogen cycle: A review of 
isotope effects and isotope modeling approaches. Soil Biol. Biochem. 105, 
121-137. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2016.11.015. 
Dharmakeerthi, R.S., Kay, B.D., Beauchamp, E.G., 2005. Factors contributing to 
changes in plant available nitrogen across a variable landscape. Soil Sci. Soc. 
Am. J. 69, 453-462. http://dx.doi.org/10.2136/sssaj2005.0453. 
Dietzel, R., Liebman, M., Ewing, R., Helmers, M., Horton, R., Jarchow, M., 
Archontoulis, S., 2016. How efficiently do corn‐and soybean‐based cropping 
systems use water? A systems modeling analysis. Global change bio. 22, 666-681. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.13101. 
Doltra, J., Munoz, P., 2010. Simulation of nitrogen leaching from a fertigated crop 
rotation in a Mediterranean climate using the EU-Rotate_N and Hydrus-2D 
models. Agr. Water Manage. 97, 277-285. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.agwat.2009.09.019. 
Doolittle, J.A., Minzenmayer, F.E., Waltman, S.W., Benham, E.C., Tuttle, J.W., 
Peaslee, S.D., 2007. Ground-penetrating radar soil suitability map of the 
conterminous United States. Geoderma. 141, 416-421. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.geoderma.2007.05.015. 
ACCEPTED MANUSCRIPT
Doolittle, J.A., and Brevik, E.C., 2014. The use of electromagnetic induction 
techniques in soils studies. Geoderma. 223, 33-45. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.geoderma2014.01.027 
Elser, J. J., Bracken, M.E.S., Cleland, E.E., Gruner, D.S., Harpole, W. S., Hillebrand, 
H., Ngai, J. T.,  Seabloom, E. W., Shurin, J. B.,  Smith, J. E., 2007. Global 
analysis of nitrogen and phosphorus limitation of primary producers in freshwater, 
marine and terrestrial ecosystems. Ecol. Lett. 10 , 1135-1142. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2007.01113.x 
Engels, C., Marschner, H., 1995. Plant uptake and utilization of nitrogen. In: Bacon 
PE, editor. Nitrogen fertilization in the environment. New York: Marcel Dekker 
Inc. p. 41-81. 
Erisman, J.W., Sutton, M.A., Galloway, J., Klimont, Z., Winiwarter, W., 2008. How a 
century of ammonia synthesis changed the world. Nat. Geosci. 1, 636-639. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ngeo325.Evans, S., Dieckmann, U., Franklin, O., 
Kaiser, C., 2016. Synergistic effects of diffusion and microbial physiology 
reproduce the Birch effect in a micro-scale model. Soil Biol. Biochem. 93, 28-37. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2015.10.020. 
Famiglietti, J.S., Ryu, D., Berg, A.A., Rodell, M., Jackson, T.J., 2008. Field 
observations of soil moisture variability across scales. Water Resour. Res. 44. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2006WR005804. 
Fang, Z., Bogena, H., Kollet, S., Koch, J., Vereecken, H., 2015. Spatio-temporal 
validation of long-term 3D hydrological simulations of a forested catchment 
ACCEPTED MANUSCRIPT
using empirical orthogonal functions and wavelet coherence analysis. J. Hydrol. 
529, 1754-1767. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jhydrol.2015.08.011. 
Feng, H., 2016. Individual contributions of climate and vegetation change to soil 
moisture trends across multiple spatial scales. Sci. Rep.-UK 6. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/srep32782. 
Feng, H., Liu, Y., 2015. Combined effects of precipitation and air temperature on soil 
moisture in different land covers in a humid basin. J. Hydrol. 531, 1129-1140. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jhydrol.2015.11.016. 
Fierer, N., Schimel, J.P., 2002. Effects of drying-rewetting frequency on soil carbon 
and nitrogen transformations. Soil Biol. Biochem. 34, 777-787. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0038-0717(02)00007-X. 
 Firestone, M.K., Davidson, E.A., 1989. Microbiological basis of NO and N2O 
production and consumption in soil. In: Andreae, M.O.,  Schimel, D.S. 
(Eds), Exchange of Trace Gases between Terrestrial Ecosystems and the 
Atmosphere, John Wiley & Sons, New York (1989). 
Fu, C., James, A.L., Yao, H., 2014. SWAT-CS: Revision and testing of SWAT for 
Canadian Shield catchments. J. Hydrol. 511, 719-735. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jhydrol.2014.02.023. 
Gardner, J.B., Drinkwater, L.E., 2009. The fate of nitrogen in grain cropping systems: 
a meta-analysis of N-15 field experiments. Ecol. Appl. 19, 2167-2184. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1890/08-1122.1. 
Gao, X., Zhao. X., Si, B.C., Brocca, L., Hu, W., Wu, P., 2015. Catchment-scale 
ACCEPTED MANUSCRIPT
variability of absolute versus temporal anomaly soil moisture: Time-invariant 
part not always plays the leading role. J. Hydrol. 529, 1669-1678. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jhydrol.2015.08.020. 
Goldberg, S.D., Gebauer, G., 2009. Drought turns a Central European Norway spruce 
forest soil from an N2O source to a transient N2O sink. Global Change Biol. 15, 
850-860. http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2008.01752.x. 
Gordon, H., Haygarth, P.M., and Bardgett, R.D., 2008. Drying and rewetting effects on 
soil microbial community composition and nutrient leaching. Soil. Biol. Biochem. 
40, 302-311. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2007.08.008. 
Grayson, R.B., Western, A.W., Chiew, F.H.S., Bloschl, G., 1997. Preferred states in 
spatial soil moisture patterns: Local and nonlocal controls. Water Resour. Res. 
33, 2897-2908. http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/97WR02174. 
Greer, B.M., Burbey, T.J., Zipper, C.E., Hester, E.T., 2017. Electrical resistivity 
imaging of hydrologic flow through surface coal mine valley fills with 
comparison to other landforms. Hydrol. Process. 31, 2244-2260. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/hyp.11180. 
Guo, L., Chen, J., Lin, H., 2014. Subsurface lateral preferential flow network revealed 
by time-lapse ground-penetrating radar in a hillslope. Water Resour. Res.  50, 
9127-9147. http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2013WR014603. 
Guo, L., Lin, H., 2018. Addressing two bottlenecks to advance the understanding of 
preferential flow in soils. Adv. Agron. 147, 61-117. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/bs.agron.2017.10.002. 
ACCEPTED MANUSCRIPT
Gutlein, A., Gerschlauer, F., Kikoti, I., Kiese, R., 2018. Impacts of climate and land 
use on N2O and CH4 fluxes from tropical ecosystems in the Mt. Kilimanjaro 
region, Tanzania. Global Change Biol. 24, 1239-1255. 
https://dx.doi.org/10.1111/gcb.13944. 
Hedin, L.O., von Fischer, J.C., Ostrom, N., Kennedy, B.P., Brown, M.G., Robertson, 
G.P., 1998. Thermodynamic constraints on nitrogen transformations and other 
biogeochemical processes at soil-stream interfaces. Ecology 79, 684-703. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/176963. 
Hefting, M., Clement, J.C., Dowrick, D., Cosandey, A.C., Bernal, S., Cimpian, C., 
Tatur, A., Burt, T.P., Pinay, G., 2004. Water table elevation controls on soil 
nitrogen cycling in riparian wetlands along a European climatic gradient. 
Biogeochemistry 67, 113-134. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/B:BIOG.0000015320.69868.33. 
Holzworth, D.P., Huth, N.I., Zurcher, E.J., et al., 2014. APSIM–evolution towards a 
new generation of agricultural systems simulation. Environ. Model. Softw. 62, 
327-350. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envsoft.2014.07.009. 
Hopp, L., Mcdonnell, J.J., Gondon, P., 2011. Lateral subsurface flow in a soil cover 
over Waste Rock in a humid temperate environment. Vadose Zone J. 10, 332-344. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.2136/vzj2010.0094. 
Hu, W., Shao, M., Han, F., Reichardt, K., 2011. Spatio-temporal variability behavior 
of land surface soil water content in shrub- and grass-land. Geoderma 162, 
260-272. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.geoderma.2011.02.008. 
ACCEPTED MANUSCRIPT
Iqbal, J., Necpalova, M., Archontoulis, S.V., Anex, R.P., Bourguignon, M., Herzmann, 
D., Mitchell, D.C., Sawyer, J.E., Zhu, Q., Castellano, M.J., 2018. Extreme 
weather-year sequences have nonadditive effects on environmental nitrogen 
losses. Global Change Biol. 24, E303-E317. http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/gcb.13866. 
Kaiser, E., Arscott, D.B., Tockner, K., Sulzberger, B., 2004. Sources and distributions 
of organic carbon and nitrogen in the Tagliamento River, Italy. Aquat. Sci. 66, 
103-116. http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00027-003-0683-4. 
Kalbitz, K., Solinger, S., Park, J.H., Michalzik, B., Matzner, E., 2000. Controls on the 
dynamics of dissolved organic matter in soils: a review. Soil. Sci 165, 277-304. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00010694-200004000-00001. 
Keiluweit, M., Wanzek, T., Kleber, M., Nico, P., Fendorf, S., 2017. Anaerobic 
microsites have an unaccounted role in soil carbon stabilization. Nat. Commun. 8. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41467-017-01406-6. 
Kennedy, D.C., Wilderotter, S., Payne, M., Buda, A.R., Kleinman, P.J.A., Bryant, R.B., 
2018. A geospatial model to quantify mean thickness of peat in cranberry bogs. 
Geoderma 319, 122-131. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.geoderma.2017.12.032. 
Kim, J., Mohanty, B.P., 2016. Influence of lateral subsurface flow and connectivity on 
soil water storage in land surface modeling. J. Geophys. Res.-Atmos. 121, 
704-721. http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2015JD024067. 
Kleber, M., Eusterhues, K., Keiluweit, M., Mikutta, C., Mikutta, R., Nico, P.S., 2015 
Chapter one-mineral-organic associations: formation, properties, and relevance 
in soil environments. Adv. Agron. 130, 1-140. 
ACCEPTED MANUSCRIPT
https://doi.org/10.1016/bs.agron.2014.10.005. 
Klefoth, R.R., Clough, T.J., Oenema, O., Van Groenigen, J.W, 2014. Soil bulk density 
and moisture content influence relative gas diffusivity and the reduction 
of nitrogen-15 nitrous oxide. Vadose Zone J. 13. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.2136/vzj2014.07.0089. 
Kothawala, D.N., Moore, T.R., Hendershot, W.H., 2009. Soil properties controlling 
the adsorption of dissolved organic carbon to mineral soils. Soil. Sci. Soc. AM. J. 
73, 1831-1842. 
Kraus, D., Weller, S., Klatt, S., Haas, E., Wassmann, R., Kiese, R., Butterbach-Bahl, 
K., 2015. A new Landscape DNDC biogeochemical module to predict CH4 and 
N2O emissions from lowland rice and upland cropping systems. Plant Soil. 386, 
125-149. http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11104-014-2255-x. 
Kröebel, R., Sun, Q., Ingwersen, J., Chen, X., Zhang, F., Mueller, T., Roemheld, V., 
2010. Modelling water dynamics with DNDC and DAISY in a soil of the North 
China Plain: A comparative study. Environ. Modell. Softw. 25, 583-598. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.envsoft.2009.09.003. 
Kuzyakov, Y., Blagodatskaya, E., 2015. Microbial hotspots and hot moments in soil: 
Concept & review. Soil. Biol. Biochem. 83, 184-199. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2015.01.025. 
Lai, X.M., Liao, K.H., Feng, H.H., Zhu, Q., 2016. Responses of soil water percolation 
to dynamic interactions among rainfall, antecedent moisture and season in a 
forest site. J. Hydrol. 540, 565-573. 
ACCEPTED MANUSCRIPT
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jhydrol.2016.06.038. 
Larcher, W., 1995. Physiological plant ecology. 3rd ed. Berlin: Springer. 
Li, Y., White, R., Chen, D., Zhang, J.B., Li, B.G., Zhang, Y.M., Huang, Y.F., Edis, R., 
2007. A spatially referenced water and nitrogen management model (WNMM) 
for (irrigated) intensive cropping systems in the North China Plain. Ecol. Model. 
203, 395-423. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolmodel.2006.12.011. 
Liancourt, P., Sharkhuu, A., Ariuntsetseg, L., Boldgiv, B., Helliker, B.R., Plante, A.F., 
Petraitis, P.S., Casper, B.B., 2012. Temporal and spatial variation in how 
vegetation alters the soil moisture response to climate manipulation. Plant Soil 
351, 249-261. http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11104-011-0956-y. 
Liao, K.H., Xua, F., Zheng, J.S., Zhu, Q., Yang, G.S., 2014. Using different 
multimodel ensemble approaches to simulate soil moisture in a forest site with 
six traditional pedotransfer functions. Environ. Modell. Softw. 57, 27-32. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.envsoft.2014.03.016. 
Liao, K.H., Lv, L.G., Yang, G.S., Zhu, Q., 2016. Sensitivity of simulated hillslope 
subsurface flow to rainfall patterns, soil texture and land use. Soil Use Manage. 
32, 422-432. http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/sum.12282. 
Lin, H.S., 2011. Hydropedology: Towards new insights into interactive pedologic and 
hydrologic processes across scales. J. Hydrol. 406, 141-145. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jhydrol.2011.05.054. 
Lin, H.S., McDonnell, J.J., Nimmo, J.R., Pachepsky, Y.A., 2015. Hydropedology: 
Synergistic integration of soil science and hydrology in the Critical Zone Preface. 
ACCEPTED MANUSCRIPT
Hydrol. Process. 29, 4559-4561. https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/hyp.10686. 
Loecke, T.D., Burgin, A.J., Riveros-Iregui, D.A., Ward, A.S., Thomas, S.A., Davis, 
C.A., & St Clair, M.A., 2017. Weather whiplash in agricultural regions drives 
deterioration of water quality. Biogeochemistry 133, 7-15. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10533-017-0315-z. 
Lovett, G.M., Weathers, K.C., Sobczak, W.V., 2000. Nitrogen saturation and retention 
in forested watersheds of the Catskill Mountains, New York. Ecol. Appl. 10, 
73-81. https://doi.org/10.1890/1051-0761(2000)010[0073:NSARIF]2.0.CO;2 
Lv, L.G., Liao, K.H., Lai, X.M., Zhu, Q., Zhou, S.L., 2016. Hillslope soil moisture 
temporal stability under two contrasting land use types during different time 
periods. Environ. Earth Sci. 75. http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s12665-015-5238-1. 
Ma, Y.J., Li, X.Y., Guo, L., Lin, H., 2017. Hydropedology: Interactions between 
pedologic and hydrologic processes across spatialtemporal scales. Earth-Sci. Rev. 
171, 181-195. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.earscirev.2017.05.014. 
McClain, M.E., Boyer, E.W., Dent, C.L., Gergel, S.E. , Grimm, N.B., Groffman, 
P.M., Hart, S.C., Harvey, J.W., Johnston, C.A., Mayorga, E., 2003. 
Biogeochemical hot spots and hot moments at the interface of terrestrial and 
aquatic ecosystems. Ecosystems 6, 301-312. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10021-003-0161-9. 
McDaniel, M.D., Simpson, R.R., Malone, B.P., McBratney, A.B., Minasny, B., Adams, 
M.A., 2017. Quantifying and predicting spatio-temporal variability of soil CH4 
and N2O fluxes from a seemingly homogeneous Australian agricultural field. Agr. 
ACCEPTED MANUSCRIPT
Ecosyst. Environ. 240, 182-193. https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.2017.02.017. 
Mermillod-Blondin, F., Winiarski, T., Foulquier, A., Perrissin, A ., Marmonier, P., 
2015. Links between sediment structures and ecological processes in the 
hyporheic zone: ground-penetrating radar as a non-invasive tool to detect 
subsurface biologically active zones. Ecohydrology. 8, 626-641. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/eco.1530. 
Mooshammer, M., Wanek, W., Hämmerie, I., Fuchslueger, L., Hofhansl, F., Knoltsch, 
A., Schnecker, J., Takriti, M., Watzka, M., Wild, B., Keiblinger, K.M., 
Zechmeister-Boltenstern, S., Richter, A., 2014. Adjustment of microbial nitrogen 
use efficiency to carbon: nitrogen imbalances regulates soil nitrogen cycling. Nat. 
Commun. 5, 3694. https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms4694. 
Mueller, C.W., Koegel-Knabner, I., 2009. Soil organic carbon stocks, distribution, and 
composition affected by historic land use changes on adjacent sites. Biol. Fert. 
Soil. 45, 347-359. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00374-008-0336-9. 
National Academies of Sciences, Engineering, and Medicine. 2018. Science 
Breakthroughs to Advance Food and Agricultural Research by 2030. Washington, 
DC: The National Academies Press. https://doi.org/10.17226/25059. 
Osterholz, W.R., Rinot, O., Liebman, M., Castellano, M.J., 2017. Can mineralization 
of soil organic nitrogen meet maize nitrogen demand? Plant Soil 415, 73-84. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11104-016-3137-1. 
Ouyang, W., Xu, X., Hao, Z., Gao, X., 2017. Effects of soil moisture content on 
upland nitrogen loss. J. Hydrol. 546, 71-80. 
ACCEPTED MANUSCRIPT
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jhydrol.2016.12.053. 
Penna, D., Brocca, L., Borga, M., Dalla Fontana, G., 2013. Soil moisture temporal 
stability at different depths on two alpine hillslopes during wet and dry periods. J. 
Hydrol. 477, 55-71. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jhydrol.2012.10.052. 
Poblador, S., Lupon, A., Sabate, S., Sabater, F., 2017. Soil water content drives 
spatiotemporal patterns of CO2 and N2O emissions from a Mediterranean 
riparian forest soil. Biogeosciences 14, 4195-4208. 
https://dx.doi.org/10.5194/bg-14-4195-2017. 
Poffenbarger, H.J., Sawyer, J. E. Barker, D.W., Olk, D.C., Six, J., Castellanoa, M.J., 
2018. Legacy effects of long-term nitrogen fertilizer application on the fate of 
nitrogen fertilizer inputs in continuous maize. Agric. Ecosyst. Environ. 265, 
544-555. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.2018.07.005 
Probert, M.E., Dimes, J.P., Keating, B.A., Dalal, R.C., Strong, W.M. 1998. APSIM's 
water and nitrogen modules and simulation of the dynamics of water and nitrogen 
in fallow systems. Agri. Syst. 56, 1-28. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0308-521X(97)00028-0. 
Robinson, D.A., Abdu, H., Lebron, I., Jones, S.B., 2012. Imaging of hill-slope soil 
moisture wetting patterns in a semi-arid oak savanna catchment using 
time-lapse electromagnetic induction. J. Hydrol. 416, 39-49. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jhydrol.2011.11.034. 
Saha, D., Rau, B.M., Kaye, J.P., Montes, F., Adler, P.R., Kemanian, A.R., 2016. 
Landscape control of nitrous oxide emissions during the transition from 
ACCEPTED MANUSCRIPT
conservation reserve program to perennial grasses for bioenergy. GCB Bioenergy 
9, 783-795. http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/gcbb.12395. 
Saxton, K.E., Rawls, W.J., Romberger, J.S., Papendick, R.I., 1986. Estimating 
generalized soil-water characteristics from texture. Soil Sci. Soc. Am. J. 50, 
1031–1036. http://dx.doi.org/10.2136/sssaj1986.03615995005000040054x. 
Schade, J.D., Fisher, S.G., Grimm, N.B., Seddon, J.A., 2001. The influence of a 
riparian shrub on nitrogen cycling in a Sonoran Desert stream. Ecology, 82, 
3363-3376. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1890/0012-9658(2001)082%5B3363:TIOARS%5D2.0.CO;2 
Schimel, J., Schaeffer, S.M., 2012. Microbial control over carbon cycling in soil. 
Front. microbiol. 3, 348. https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2012.00348. 
Schmidt, J.P., Hong, N., Dellinger, A., Beegle, D.B., Lin, H., 2007. Hillslope 
variability in corn response to nitrogen linked to in-season soil moisture 
redistribution. Agron. J. 99, 229-237. http://dx.doi.org/10.2134/agronj2006.0187. 
Schmidt, T.G., Franko, U., Meissner, R., 2008. Uncertainties in large-scale analysis of 
agricultural land use - A case study for simulation of nitrate leaching. Ecol. 
Model. 217, 174-180. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolmodel.2008.06.020. 
Sciuto, G., Diekkrüger, B., 2010. Influence of soil heterogeneity and spatial 
discretization on catchment water balance modeling. Vadose Zone J. 9, 955-969. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.2136/vzj2009.0166. 
Sogbedji, J.M., Van Es, H.M., Klausner, S.D., Bouldin, D.R., Cox, W.J., 2001. Spatial 
and temporal processes affecting nitrogen availability at the landscape scale. Soil 
ACCEPTED MANUSCRIPT
Till. Res. 58, 233-244. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0167-1987(00)00171-9. 
Sogbedji, J.M., Van Es, H.M., Yang, C.L., Geohring, L.D., Magdoff, F.R., 2000. 
Nitrate leaching and nitrogen budget as affected by maize nitrogen rate and soil 
type. J. Environ. Qual. 29, 1813-1820. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.2134/jeq2000.00472425002900060011x. 
Sollins, P., Kramer, M.G., Swanston, C., Lajtha, K., Filley, T., Aufdenkampe, A.K., 
Wagai, R., Bowden, R.D., 2009. Sequential density fractionation across soils of 
contrasting mineralogy: evidence for both microbial- and mineral-controlled soil 
organic matter stabilization. Biogeochemistry. 96, 209-231. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10533-009-9359-z. 
Stevens, W.B., Hoeft, R.G., Mulvaney, R.L., 2005. Fate of nitrogen-15 in a long-term 
nitrogen rate study. Agron. J. 97, 1046-1053. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.2134/agronj2003.0313. 
Stewart, L.K., Charlesworth, P.B., Bristow, K.L., Thorburn, P.J., 2006. Estimating 
deep drainage and nitrate leaching from the root zone under sugarcane using 
APSIM-SWIM. Agr. Water Manage. 81, 315-334. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agwat.2005.05.002. 
Stewart, K.J., Grogan, P., Coxson, D.S., Siciliano, S.D., 2014. Topography as a key 
factor driving atmospheric nitrogen exchanges in arctic terrestrial ecosystems. 
Soil Biol. Biochem. 70, 96-112. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2013.12.005. 
Tian, X.F., Li, C.L., Zhang, M., Li, T., Lu, Y.Y., Liu, L.F., 2018. Controlled release 
urea improved crop yields and mitigated nitrate leaching under cotton-garlic 
ACCEPTED MANUSCRIPT
intercropping system in a 4-year field trial. Soil Till. Res. 175, 158-167. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.still.2017.08.015. 
Tromp-Van Meerveld, H.J., McDonnell, J.J., 2006. Threshold relations in subsurface 
stormflow: 2. The fill and spill hypothesis. Water Resour. Res. 42. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2004WR003800. 
Vachaud, G., Desilans, A.P., Balabanis, P., Vauclin, M., 1985. Temporal stability of 
spatially measured soil-water probability density-function. Soil Sci. Soc. Am. J. 
49, 822-828. http://dx.doi.org/10.2136/sssaj1985.03615995004900040006x. 
van Verseveld, W.J., McDonnell, J.J., Lajtha, K., 2008. A mechanistic assessment of 
nutrient flushing at the catchment scale. J. Hydrol. 358, 268-287. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jhydrol.2008.06.009. 
van Verseveld, W.J., McDonnell, J.J., Lajtha, K., 2009. The role of hillslope 
hydrology in controlling nutrient loss. J. Hydrol. 367, 177-187. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jhydrol.2008.11.002. 
Vereecken, H., Huisman, J.A., Bogena, H., Vanderborght, J., Vrugt, J.A., Hopmans, 
J.W., 2008. On the value of soil moisture measurements in vadose zone 
hydrology: A review. Water Resour. Res. 44. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2008WR006829. 
Vereecken, H., Huisman, J.A., Franssen, H.J.H., Bruggemann, N., Bogena, H.R., 
Kollet, S., Javaux, M., van der Kruk, J., Vanderborght, J., 2015. Soil hydrology: 
Recent methodological advances, challenges, and perspectives. Water Resour. 
Res. 51, 2616-2633. http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2014WR016852. 
ACCEPTED MANUSCRIPT
Vereecken, H., Schnepf, A., Hopmans, J.W., Javaux, M., Or, D., Roose, T., 
Vanderborght, J., Young, M.H., Amelung, W., Aitkenhead, M., 2016. Modeling 
soil processes: review, key challenges, and new perspectives. Vadose Zone J. 15. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.2136/vzj2015.09.0131. 
Verma, P., Yeates, J., Daly, E., 2011. A stochastic model describing the impact of daily 
rainfall depth distribution on the soil water balance. Adv. Water Resour. 34, 
1039-1048. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.advwatres.2011.05.013. 
Volk, J.A., Savidge, K.B., Scudlark, J.R., Andres, A.S., Ullman, W.J., 2006. Nitrogen 
loads through baseflow, stormflow, and underflow to Rehoboth Bay, Delaware. J. 
Environ. Qual. 35, 1742-1755. http://dx.doi.org/10.2134/jeq2005.0373. 
Wang, J., Liu, Q., Zhang, J., Cai, Z., 2015. Conversion of forest to agricultural land 
affects the relative contribution of bacteria and fungi to nitrification in humid 
subtropical soils. Acta Agr. Scand. B-S. P. 65, 83-88. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/09064710.2014.967714. 
Western, A.W., Grayson, R.B., Bloschl, G., Willgoose, G.R., Mcmahon, T.A., 1999. 
Observed spatial organization of soil moisture and its relation to terrain indices. 
Water Resour. Res. 35, 797-810. http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/1998WR900065. 
Zhang, J., Cai, Z., & Müller, C. (2018). Terrestrial N cycling associated with climate 
and plant‐specific N preferences: a review. Eur. J. Soil Sci. 69, 488-501. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/ejss.12533. 
Zhang, Y.Y., Shao, Q.X., Ye, A.Z., Xing, H.T., Xia, J., 2016. Integrated water system 
simulation by considering hydrological and biogeochemical processes: model 
ACCEPTED MANUSCRIPT
development, with parameter sensitivity and autocalibration. Hydrol. Earth Syst. 
Sc. 20, 529-553. http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/hess-20-529-2016. 
Zhao, Y., Peth, S., Wang, X.Y., Lin, H., Horn, R., 2010. Controls of surface soil 
moisture spatial patterns and their temporal stability in a semi-arid steppe. 
Hydrol. Process. 24, 2507-2519. http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/hyp.7665. 
Zhou, Q.Y., Shimada, J., Sato, A., 2001. Three-dimensional spatial and temporal 
monitoring of soil water content using electrical resistivity tomography. Water 
Resour. Res. 37, 273-285. http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2000WR900284. 
Zhu, Q., Lin, H., Doolittle, J., 2010. Repeated Electromagnetic Induction Surveys for 
Determining Subsurface Hydrologic Dynamics in an Agricultural Landscape. 
Soil Sci. Soc. Am. J. 74, 1750-1762. http://dx.doi.org/10.2136/sssaj2010.0055. 
Zhu, Q., Lin, H.S., 2009. Simulation and validation of concentrated subsurface lateral 
flow paths in an agricultural landscape. Hydrol. Earth Syst. Sc. 13, 1503-1518. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/hess-13-1503-2009. 
Zhu, Q., Nie, X.F., Zhou, X.B., Liao, K.H., Li, H.P., 2014. Soil moisture response to 
rainfall at different topographic positions along a mixed land-use hillslope. 
Catena. 119, 61-70. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.catena.2014.03.010. 
Zhu, Q., Schmidt, J.P., Bryant, R.B., 2012. Hot moments and hot spots of nutrient 
losses from a mixed land use watershed. J. Hydrol. 414, 393-404. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jhydrol.2011.11.011. 
Zhu, Q., Schmidt, J.P., Bryant, R.B., 2015. Maize (Zea mays L.) yield response to 
nitrogen as influenced by spatio-temporal variations of soil-water-topography 
ACCEPTED MANUSCRIPT
dynamics. Soil Till. Res. 146, 174-183. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.still.2014.10.006. 
Zhu, X., Burger, M., Doane, T.A., Horwath, W.R., 2013. Ammonia oxidation 
pathways and nitrifier denitrification are significant sources of N2O and NO 
under low oxygen availability. P. Natl. Acad. Sci. 110, 6328-6333. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1219993110. 
ACCEPTED MANUSCRIPT
